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g‘;‘t?ﬂue themselves closely to the question
001‘6 the Chair, but I have noticed that
anﬁ' gentlemen on both sdes have been
thatW?d-SOIne latitude in that respect, and
whi ﬁt is not forbidden to treat of matters
eellc h’ave not been alluded to in His Ex-
StaanYS address. Under these circum-
an ces, I may also be allowed to refer to
8 €vent which has been omifted from the

eeech from the Throne, and that event is
¥ election which has recently taken place

St. John, N.B.

Mr, CASGRAIN
leave that out.

01_3?‘- DANIEL. Perhaps it was. Under
ele gax'y circumstances, I take it that a by-
Dm'ct 10n at which a constituency changed its
. ¥ allegiance, is not a matter that would
an dexpected to attract any great attention,
e ectr'nore especially when the result of that
At 1on does not in any way affect the
inlt]enance of a government in power
Butcs- ‘has already a very large majority.
mm; ir, when we remember that the gentle-
ot \:Vho precgded me as the representative
majo <}t constituency was returned by a
£ el.l'lty of 1,000 votes less three, and that
majo '51 lapse of less than four years that
Jol'ituty not only disappeared, but the ma-
C'thef-’ 1Of the Conservative candidate on the
thing hand was very considerable. I should
S o that a circumstance of that kind may
I‘Oﬁlsldered by gentlemen on both sides, as

L Y of at least some little consideration.
ang an event that may cause us to think,
he eSpecially to give food for thought to
men  who are to-day governing this

. It may be prudent for them to
themsgis. result a little attention, and to ask
b ves why it is, that such a marked
ctgf has come over the opinions of the
thig Q(ﬁlte of an important constituency in
e cit ntry. Until the recent by-eleetion
ex-Mins" of St. John was represented by the
. lfS_ter of Railways and Canals (Hon.
My Ornz“l‘)- He was returned in 1900 by a
thayp wy of nearly 1,000, a larger majority
in the 48 ever recorded for any candidate
Since thIty of St. John, with one exception,
My, 1€ first election after confederation.
stl'Ong *111‘. was looked upon as a man of
asDg?lssonal qualities and great ability ;

Dresi dedm touch with the government; he
ebartn, over one of its most important
l°0ked ents and so the people of St. John
sentath:lepon him as a most desirable repre-
m by Taking tpat view, they elected
cally con;mh a majority that he could practi-
& Tepre € to this parliament and say that
City, W Sﬁnted the whole people of that
foungq hle » Sir, as time went on, Mr. Blair
ment, Hmself.out of touch with the gover-
tinentyy ,C0Ud not endorse their transcon-
01’1)Ositiop°llcy-’ and he made a speech in
ehrat I to it that may well be called a
throughed speech ; a speech which was read
own QOOUt Canada and particularly by his
nstituents. Mr, Blair declared that

It was an oversight to

the Grand Trunk Pacific policy of the gov-
ernment was designed for no other reason
than as a most unjustifiable and wasteful
expense of the public money. He told us
that scheme would result in the practical
duplication and destruction of the Intercolo-
lonial Railway, and that so far as the city
of St. John was concerned, it would be given
the go-by. Those were serious considera-
tions for the people I represent, and they
were taken to heart by them. HEvery day
we hear speeches in parliament which carry
great weight, and until and unless some one
or: the opposite side is able to show that
the arguments are faulty and the state-
ments  incorrect, such speeches are
bound to have effect with the people of the
country. Of course when one is able
to refute such speeches, able though they
may be, they fall to the ground. But,
Sir, what has been the case in regard to the
speech of Mr. Blair. I firmly believe that
notwithstanding the powerful effect which
that speech had in my constituency, what
told against the government still more was
the fact, that no one has yet been able to
make an adequate reply to it. Neither I nor
my constituents have heard any satisfactory
reply to this date.

And now, Sir, as to the change of senti-
ment which has taken place in the city of St.
John.

Ever since that election my opponents have
been giving all kinds of reasons for the re-
sult. I have heard it spoken of as an acci-
dent. I have also heard it stated that there
were two gentlemen each of whom wished to
be the candidate of the Liberal party, and
that the trouble which ensued when one of
them was not selected was the cause of the
overturning of the great majority which the
late Minister of Railways had, and giving me
my majority. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am quite
willing to give full credit for all the results
which these or any other circumstances
which were peculiar at the time, had on the
election ; but after giving them all due
credit, I must make the assertion, which is
absolutely correct, that all these things put
together would never have produced such a
result as happened in the city of St. John
unless there had been something of a more
close and intimate character with which all
the people of the city had to do. There is no
doubt whatever in my mind, Sir, that the
result of that election was caused by the dis-
satisfaction which was felt by the people of
the city of St. John with the policy of the
government, as crystallized more especially
in the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Bill
Because, while they did not believe that it
was going to be of any special advantage
to the country generally, they certainly came
to the conclusion that it was going to be an
absolute peril to them instead of a benefit.
That feeling was general throughout the city
of St. John. As far back as last August the
merchants of St. John met together and taik-
od over this matter. They wanted to know



